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MEMORANDUM T0 Ve Je JEROME wg Jump 28, 1950 


At the Jefferson School Inter-Seminar Symposium on “Soienso and 


E£L9 
BLS GA: 


. 


Struggle for Peace aix weeks before the Conferences Although they took the 


assignment the Branoh failed to bring any repert on thia gquestione / 


| in the Fight for Peace and Scoialism” held from Friday, Jung 28 
, June 25, a resolution was introduced Calling on all soientists 
iif 40 workers to refuse to work on weapons of mass destruction <« 
espen: and biological warfarce The resolution stated that no 

J or solentifio workera today can fight for peane unless he takes 
Me The rosolut fon alae oalled ape a oempaign to be undertaken 
kl and profession organizations in which solentists are inoluded 
pon all soientists in the United States to teke cimilar eating 
se of this should be to initiate a nation-wide campaign to this 
Loh would establish contact with solentigts in other countries | 


b already taken such actions 


1g the disoussion on the resolution, a motion to table was introdwed 


vr of the Solentista’ Branch of the Professional section, Ths 
given was that such action would ‘isolate Party sodentiote from the 


king aojentists and that, therefore, such action on the part of the 


-@ would be an example of Lleftiat-Sedarianiam. The motion was 


the Conference with one negative votes Hovever, booause of the 


‘the disoussion other individuals partiodpating in tho Conference 


tly ermeteed doubts about the resolutions During the digougaion 
‘eso lution tho Organizational Secretary of the Professiural Section 
mt but did not take part in the disoussione The individual from’ 
ish who introduced thé motion to table stated afterwards thet this 

had been discussed at the Branch and that he was refleoting the 

32 of the Branohe In addition it should be mentioned that this 


as given the assignment of preparing a report on Soientists in the 


Birra nara ia neice 
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by @ member of the Sodentists’ Branch of the Professional Sections Ths 


_ nature of the disoussion other individuals partiod pating in the Conference 


question had been disoussed at the Branch and that he waa refleoting the 


Struggle for Peace six weeks before the Conferences . Although they took the 


MEMORANDUM T0 Ve Js JEROME Jun 28, 1950 


At the Jofferson School Intor-Semi nar Sympos Sum on "Soiense and 


Scientists in the Fight for Peace and Soojalien® held from Frid ay, Jung 28 


to Sundey, June 25, a resolution was introdueed calling on all soientista 


and solentifio workers to refuse to work 


on weapons of mass destruction == 


the atom weapon and biological warfaree The resolution stated that no 


soientists or solentifio workerg today can fight for psace unless he taken 


sudgh actions The resolution algo oalled for a campaign to be undorteken 


4n oultural and profession organizations in whioh solentistg are inoluded 


to call. ‘upon all coientists in the United Statea to take Ginilar actions 


The purpose of this should be to initiate a nati onewide oampaign to this 


effoot which would establish contact with soientists in other sounteise 


cy 


% who have already taken such actione 


During the disoussion on the resolution, a motion to table was int rodwed 


argument given was that such action would ‘solate Party dolentista from the 


other working scientists and that, therefore, such aotion on the part of the 


Conferense would be an example of leftist-Sedarianiom. The motion wag 


passed by the Conference with one negative votes However, because of the 


aubedaveneny expressed doubts about the ‘resolutions During the disoussion 


on this reso lution tho Organizational Seoretary of the Professtural Section 


was present but did not take part in the Giscugsione The individual from 


this Branoh who introduced thd motion te table stated afterwards thet this 


sentiments of the Branohe In addition it should be mentioned that this 


Branoh was given the assignment of preparing a report on Soientists in the 


assignment the Branch failed to bring any repert on this questions 


tos 
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mn addition to this, following the report on daperde idem and gerstios 


snother momier of this same ‘Branch introdwed a supploms ntary report - on 


--Pranant ta artiole in La Pensee and ‘in the report took the position that 


there exists in genetic oircles in the Western world a school of non= 


Weiemanian genetics which is not subjeot to the oriticism lysenko has mde 


of olessical genetics and that because of the failure to distinguish between - 


the two sohools of genetics Lysenko is in error in his oharaoterigation of 


neo=Mendelian geneticse In ons. more sense this was characterized by the 


Conference as 4 inmpormiasible introduction of a third foroe in blologys 


and it is preoisely these game non-Welsmanians who must be made the main 


subject of attack todaye 


5 te aka eee gets tet er 
Sale : eee es, * ee 
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By Bérnerd Rubin _ ae : | 


‘First, before getting into. the fact thet Socialist Realism is the Merxist 


method of oultural works == a fect Finkelstein as well us go many other Amrican. . 


Marxist cultural workers have conpletely ignored in their books -- let me agree 


unequivocally with a oriticism made of my article on his book, Art and Sootetys ° £ 
After all a favorgble review had appeared in the Worker two or so years i 
ago end all that time had gone by without ny writing a word about the booke . - + 
The fot that there was no self-criticism in the article which was correct in oni 
_ basic content otherwise, was definitely a basic weaknesse, - : 
Critiotan and self-criticism isa low of growth for an individual Communist . ’ : 
and the Communist movement’ as a wholee “And when 1 omitted the selfecritioisn 7 : 
it was a refleotion on my ‘part of a failure to fully gralp the profound signi ‘i 
.ficance of this lawe . | mi 
Criticism and self-criticiam is not simply a theoretical aspoot of the fF 
Marxist wovenents it is the indispensable tool, the weapon with which to im- ye 
prove ourselves and our work in the battle for peace and sOcialianie a f 
_ Actually in a sooislist society where class and oless min antagonisms have. : | J 
been ebolished, criticism and self-criticisn is & basis for the development of of : 
that society. It has, naturally, alse played a proohtinent role in the development” ; 
of scoinlist realism. | | 7 4 : 
THERE IS NO mystery about Soo is list Roalisme Based on fundamental Marxian: | : 
principles, it has been utilizede ds 8 matter of fact it was adopted openly . PY 
and in print as the Marxist method of cultural work 16 6 years ago, in 1934, by a: 
the Union of Soviet Writers =~ at a congress which + was | att onded by prominent TF 
Marxist oulturel figures of the time from ald ever the. world. At that tine if 
the late, Lamorted lariat genius, A. Zhdanov, defined ‘the duties of Marxist f 
writerse "inthe first place, it means “knowing Lee nenate be able to depict a 
* | 
ms 
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SN Pe Ae 


ae -2.' o* 
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ot SEES VEO OE TEESE 2 
ree eerie Are 


it ine dead, scholastic way » not simply as ‘objective reality, ' but to ne 
- reality in its revolutionary development. 


Selatan on, ¥ 
Seon A ERE ae? ohio it: 


"ly addition to this, the truthfulness and historical Sonahebenne's of the 


artistic portrayal should be combined with the ideologionl remoulding and 


“ed umnelun of the toiling people in the spirst of sociglism,: This ener in 


belles: lettres and literary oriticism is whet we call the method of s00ie list 


te a a ee ee Oe ee tee 


realism" 


The international Marxist cultural movenent, led by the Yoviet “nion'ts 


seotion, has written sieuty about “oo talist Ronen. Sinse then, but mnfexn 


unfortunately, as we've said before, in this country, so fur 6s I know, no. 


American Larxist Sulsuret figure published anything subeb ential on it, embraced - 
it openly in print ag our standard, in the last 10 years until Howard Fast's 


‘Literature and Reality appeared a few months agoe Not that Literature and Reality 


was perfeot; but it did make the tremendous contri bution of breeking through 
the written wall of silence here on the subjeote 


Ook Re ek Hk 


Is a one line of. definition of the socialist realist method possible? 


Not in all its aspects, of Course; by But Corky, that great pioneer of Soeae ak 


‘Yealism, once said that sooialist writers jmust in their works perform the role 


of both "midwife and eravensitggens diggers" 


“The job of our writers ,'! 


he said on another cooasion, "does not only con= 


ate pe 


we > 
Aeon 


ene eT Tah 


Te ee Ey Fela 


sist in oritic izing the old way of life and exposing the infeotioanesa of its 


vices. Their task is to study, shape, depict, and thereby sepere the new wey 


of life. 


mh 


Sooielist realism ‘differs from the m hevure ivan which nary mistakenly - ae 
| 48 realism. 


Lathe 


Naturalism is the method. which merely tries to duplicate, to 


_ Photograph as it were the detuiled, atatio surface of realities with emphasis 


- on the morbid onese (keslity,s that is not in mcticn, 46 actually a contradiotion 


HW 37741 3 DBocld:32715016 Page 6 


Pere aa PT 


oH er oe 
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’ . . ‘ ‘ 


in “‘bernes) “We. are Antercsted in the accurate represontation of what is, "Corky 


wrote,"sesbecause we require this for a more profound and olear understanding of 


everything we are pledged to eradicate, and of everything we must creates" 


Today , naturalism is one of the major methods of the man-is-hopeleas=evil 
school which someti:es operates under a false cloak of ' ‘objectivity. but . whose 


net result tends to paralyze action ageinst oppression. Socialist Realism, in 


contrast, while riot overlooking the ugly side of reality, depicts it in ohenge, 


in development, with the new struggling against the rotting olde 


errs 


Mayakovsky, the deceased great Yoviet poet whose work Stalin hailed so 


wate ee AT 


enthusiastioally, onoe wrote a defiant end vivid explanation in verse, of the 


kind of reality Communists believe int 
Roa xx "wolre realists also, 
but not of the lickspittle 
ELS _ scum, 


not grov'ling, with snouts to the ground, 


we're one 


with the new age to comes" 


“ee ee wk & a ee 


SO IALIST REALISM, in contrast to formalism, insists that the content, the 


meaning, of a work «= content thet. inspires man to fight for peace ‘and a better 


life == is primary but insists on the attenpt at mastery of form to match the 


high moral aim. 


That high morality is the Spirit of Communisme 


In formulating the prinoi ple 
of Farty spirit of literature; 


Lenin omphasized that "the cause of literature 


Se ar 
Se ee ee 


= 
+ ee 


must beoome part of the proletarian cause as a whole." 


A truthful portrayal of life is possible only fron the “arxian, class 


point of view. 


This is true not only in polities, economics, philosophy, etoe; 
| ) put 22180 = art. é soroulied non=partisan point of view oan today only ® result 
at a <a form ° . . | — eer 
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in distortions, falseness, and Comfort to 


the ruling classe 


lee aT! hoe 


Because of their adherence to Phe 


TEEPE PET rere eo 


Principles of Soe ieltat Nealigm the ae 
Soviet writers have produced ®& body of literature which far surpasses 


ww 


in quality 


oa 


the ibereties of any other country in th 


fae nis: awe nites ofS Vig ae ADS woe TE nee 
Fo Te hae acta et a ET Ghat oe eos a 
‘ : nove * Panes 


is last period. There has been Gorly, | 


Sholekhov, Lhrenbourgs, “adayev, A. 


Tolstoy and those other giants which the 


capitalist press iron ourtéin Prevents most “wericans from know 


ing == muoh to 


| this Country's loss’ Marshak; Bubennoy, 


Panferov, erafimovitch, 


Furmanov, 


Galin, Grossman, Tvardovsky , Berholtz, 


Pervonuai sky and thousands of etceterag 
in all the far-flung republics of the U.S,S,x 


* where Stalin! S prinoiple of 
enccurayement of national cultures <= national in forn, socialist in ‘content “- 


eee 


has resulted in the greatest cultural renaissance in the history of the world. 


Scie pat 


See Re em * 


AND Li 


T NO one think that the applic ation of sociales realism there 


hag 
resulted in a dead uniformity of style. 


To the Oontrayye The truths of 
“Socialist realism are expressed in Soviet art in every cone 


eivable form and style =. 


from the fantasy using poe to the gay, satiric verse of 


try of Ivardovsky, 


Marshak, 


to the epic novel of “holokhov, ther 


e is the richest multi 


“variety of 


form and style at the artist's disposal 


It is impossible 


ina daily 5 pace 


Realisms 


in this linited space (it's hell seaietai on these iuetione 


Sivaites news paper) to deal with the many 85 peots of Soodeliat 
wuestions which need Plenty of 


| disousaton ee 
‘the role of socialist realign differs concrete 
the U.S ohe 


for xample aret how 


ly ‘in @ oapitelist country like 
from its role in & SOojalist country like. the 


“oviet “nion; the 


dominating Part criticism ang self-criticism play in Yocialist Realism in the 


sed lack of olass antagonisn; 


UuS SR, With its bles 


Sootadist Realism and the 


task of Supporting & national Negro oureues heres ‘the _still-tocboenet task of 


t Communist hans 


Presenting the fully-=rounded ou 


Poriantioigsm 
ary Thin RII R tes 


win our oulturel work; vevelutione 


BE and many morée 


Page & 


a Pea 
eM ee + I 


Specie phan ERS ae wae 
es “fee “although there Tg no room todsy to develop nie pots it 


) - smortant 


fact that Marxists, not being “geotarians » do not take 


keep in mind the 
creator does not 


for us to 
° every work of art simply because its 


a negative attitude t 


pt our Socialist Realist 2 standard and ‘method of worke We do 


‘comcicusly ado 
adopt @ positive attitude t whioh 


3 and the raciatse It would be the height ‘of 


and should @ oward those artists end works of art 


voly exp cae the waremaker 


effeoti 
folly, for example, to condemn out-of-hand a humane ‘book which advanoes the 
e it does not meas pre up in every “way to our advanced 


cause of peace becaus 
we do not liquidate our independent: : 


Vie maintain our standards, W 


standardse 
ht to eriticize from that posit 


Marxist position; we reserve the rig ion3z but 
1 with and greet those cultural workers and . 


at the same time we gladly joir 
6 side of progress and peaces) 


creutions which are on th 
Today, however, we want mainly to establish that there is am has been a 
ablished Marxiat method of cult ural work accepted by Marxists the 


NY 
~ definitely est 
x. ly 

e so many others, ignored this in his books 


world overs When Finkelstein, lik 
Art and Society, a8 well as in his recent piece in the Daily Worker, while 


te on culture as a Marxists as not at the time living up to 


cleiming to wri he w 


A Scoittist “ealist app 


The concept of primacy 


roach would have prevented the mistakes 


his claime 
mentioned in our first artiolee of content would have 
rendered impossible the ignoring of the entieSemitism of Ted. biict and Joyoo's 
would have prevented the mistake of 


Ulysses The principle of partisanship 


non=-class approache 


pee ee ee EF 


IN THIS introductory piece we've done a lot of quotings ~ Permit me ‘one more ~ 


It's from an impassioned speech 


quote and it is donee by Aragon, the’ beloved 
French ¥onmmunist writer, to a congress of writers -- the year, 1956! 
and who then will oppose MA» - 


"I proolaim the return to realitye This I say 


ated interest. in reality, who want to hide it from use 


if not thae who have a ve 
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La 


- aa rt ee ee es Bae ht egrets 
a AE a tims when the bourgeois ig aband onin 


g ali that there WoS of tho Licht in 


. ‘the Progress of ip 
- . “ta Youth eee it can. no longer suffer the thunder of y, (: 
i; the very idea of reality. It needa n, | reality, ae 

Seda now a stare Setting ximtiin gi 4 ; ty 

grotesque Mystery of the Passion milar to that - 


16 aah 


We who are the allies 


? hy we hail as a word of joy 
ature? Sociglist Realism." . 
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2 eo: 


cif, 


riche ee tetra 


; several meetings discussing ‘the conduct of Comrade Barnard ae 
a member of the Commission, in connection with the publication in 
of The Daily Worker of his article on Sidney Finkelstein's Art and | 


(A 
ep oe ety. 


Sie 


PO 


a ete nt ETA 
pee Le 


At the first of these meetings, the Commission eee. 
ae lage | endorsed the political substance of Comrade Rubin's 
article. At the same time, the Commission registered criticism of. 
Rubin for 1) his failure to work collectively with the Commission, 
‘and 2) his failure to express self-criticism in his article. 
Comrade Rubin's statement at the end of the meeting was found 
aneeceprebee since he resisted. the criticism of ee 
VIA T&ROMG 
At a subsequent meeting Comrade Rubin, instead of 

Soule forward with self-criticism for his conduct at the 

previous meting, launched an attack on Comrade Jerome, falsely 
charging him with "dishonesty," with "slander" against Comrade 
Rubin that hampered the Party's tight against formalism, and with 
a questionable political motivation ("There's politics behind this.") 


x 


nA A La Poe BTS SAN NTA ccd AIS St mE A ee DE TEARS COO RL 


2 


At the following meeting of the Commission, on June 2, 
Comrade Jerome presented a report which gave a political characteriz- 
ation of, Comradeg ahs 344 cp Cap renaeeheeetrgp ee pear pe un=-Communist 
nduct\ and its,effe on the work of the Commission. Comrade John 
Gates particd pated in the discussion on the invitation of Comrade — 
Jerome. Comrade Gates identified himself with Comrade Jerome's 
. basic criticism of Comrade Rubin. In addition to Comrade Jerome, 
\Spmuthe other teenie the Commission who were present---Comrades 
iT on Pittmany Golden, -H, and _J---joined in criticism of Comrade 
i Rubin's conduct. Comrade *RubinYs answer to the report und the 
” @iscussion was considered unsatisfactory, despite a very general. 
statement of self-criticism. They following resolution was 
ungh imous ly approved: tugftolionin 
Sam ean , or ¢: ?, 
YL 2 baa ee 
pemders @F The National Cultural _Commissionfhereby registere 
‘gévére censure of-Comrads Barnard Rubin for petty-bourgeois 
\ivisualistte conduct, failure to register self-criticism, re- 
sistance to self-criticism, and anti-leadership behavior. 


| 


ce 


Furthermore Comrade Rubin is to submit to the Commission 
within two weeks a statement evaluating his conduct. A motion 
calling for Rubin's politicel removal from the Commission and 
recommending his exclusion from a leading role as a Party 
cultural spokesman, was held in abeyance pending further study of 
his position. 
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Dear Comrade Hall: 


Some time ago 1 wrote you a letter containing accusations 


_against Comrade Jerome. myn. ee 


nd my a 


I want to completely repudiate those accusations a 


‘activities around then. 


Those activities were politically wrong and you will. find =.) . 7 


enclosed an attempt at 4 self-critictal evaluation of those 


activities and some of. the circumstances about them which 


ae ; I have submitted to the Cultural Commissions ; 7 on 


Comradely yours, 


Lee ee mg CRATES 


Bat Bey hd | 


TEA TWENTY 


t 
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i ny ad 
I agree unequivocally with the Commission 's criticism that my 


article "Serious Brross: in Finkelstein's 'Art and Society '" was Lacking 


in self-criticism. 
For two and a half years this ‘book had been Coreupuane the 


cultural thinking of many in our movement. In effect, the book 
fepresented a liquidation of a Leninist line in culture. ona as cultural ~ 
editor of the Daily Worker, I wrote not a word against it until the 7 
‘Serious Errors! article. ee . a 
Yet, I neglected to mention this very obvious shortcoming in the 
erueeee and criticize my remissness. as editor. This was all the more 
necessary because of the fact thet a favorable review. of the book had 
appeared in the Worker Shortly after or around the time I became editor 
of the feature page. But nothing of this was mentioned in the article 
and yet I resisted the justified criticism of the Commission. 
My resistarie to that criticism in the Commission was caused. by 
a subjective reluctance to accept criticism. | | 
This in turn was caused by the failure on my part to fully grasp 
the meaning of and the necessity for self criticism in our movement « 


Criticism and self criticism is the indispensable weapon of the 


Communist movement. Communists cannot improve themselves and their work 


in the struggle for peace and socialism without it. +he failure to use this 

weapon while waging an ideological struggle -- despite the correctness | 
of the main drive of that struggle -- was particularly unsound as the 
struggle itself is thereby negatively affected. For example, ty aigerieinall 


arbicle on the book, although sound in its main line, was weakened by the. 


failure to engage in the necessary self criticism. 


OSA ATED, 


a ee ee en ee 


EDS THR PARMA TEC OME NALIES ENG RE PME PIT IN EN OE, 
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This reflected on zy part a failure to. grasp the Soren | : ae 
eienirieancs of criticism and self criticism -- not simply as a theoretical > ee 
' - aspect of the Marxist movement y but as a law of growth for the individual ae 2. 

Guin and the Communist movement as a whole. 
The weakness of subjectivity was intensified by the failure to en 2 as 

exercise self criticism and accept criticism -- intensified beyond: an | 
already existing intensity because of my sut jective reaction in the past | ae 
to a whispering belittling campaign against nyeeir which overlapped <= and — oa ik 
still does, in time -- with the present sreesveney cs This campaign was: Bee 


and is based against my efforts in the past two and a half years to begin ss ? 


to carry out in my drama criticisms, special articles and my work in the f SS 


_ feature pare fenerel ly a partisan, class-conscious line in culture: a line he 


that attacks and exposes the meeeh icra culture of imperialisn, and a line | ee 
that fights for the encourasement of a working class culture in this 

country that would attack the ideology of imperialism on the cultural front. 
_A line that ‘fights against formalism, A line that sucrorts the Soviet 7 
‘le ie resolutions on the arts. 
| | , enone wake made of. both: mum omission and comission in this , 
i fight. All treduaiete this fight, as 1 look back at it now, was the error . 

r of engaging in it without really utilizing the weapon of self-criticism. 

a . For if I had done soy the fight for the correct Warxist policy would have 


been much more effective. Weaknesses in style could nave ‘been dealt with 


of : '. effectively and the question of a certain crudeness in work could have been 
| ‘ 


faced and handled. i 
A petty boufgecis egotism, a lack of Communist modesty, hindered 


correction of weaknesses in Te work. For example, I would seldom if ever 


tye 


consult with, ‘Sam Sittén, | say, on cultural protlens. Yet Comrade Sillen 
I.too have learned eroms but yet my petty. bourgeois epotism prevented me 


i. | | 
| has made soe ebuCicns of the first rank to our movement. Gontributio: 1s hich: 
| 
ij 
| 
from consulting him, getting his opinion and advice when it would have been 
i z 


most helpful to the work 1 was doing: for the paper. 
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These weaknesses are serious and the. responsibility is mine to 
try to overcome them; but the whispering belittling, I'm talking a bout 


was not caused primarily ty these weaknesses t jt occurred primarily because 


of oprosition to the campaign against formalist standange. 


Ard here's where the failure towork self-critically, collectively ana ina 


coordinated manner, began to steer me wrong. Instead of engaging in 


collective discussion with the responsible comrades invelyed on what to ae 


about this whispering peliyes -- and above si how ea ‘better ny work -- I 


became subjective » much more subjective than I realized at the time. Although 


1 knew on the one hand that phe whispering-belittling was politically 
motivated; on the other hand I reacted not politically -- but only personally. 


oot 


% * * 


when I originally wrote theinkelstein peice I did not know of any attempt 


on the part of Finkelstein to re-evaluate, saxipx self-critisize his work. 
At that time the only thing I had heard was to the contrary. My article was 


not slipped in to the Dally Worker surreptitiously. 1 had talked about it with 


- the chairman of the Cultural Commissions It was gone over thoroughly by Comrade 


_ John Gates, editor of the Daily Worker and a member of the National Lormittee-— 


and, as a matter of fact, some additional paragraphs were added at his 


suggestion. 


_ Comrade Gates! suggestions were correct. In carrying them outs howevers 


it was my mistake, arising out of my failure to work collectively and 


that I did not consult with Comrade Jerome on the changed. 


coordinatedly > 


aspect of the article. 


I mention the above only to .explain how the circunstances around the - 


publication of the article weraes while to me subjectively > perfectly opend 


and above-toard, were although that, actually illustrations of. my failure to. 
work collectively and in a coordinated manner. 


So here was an article written in context with the general line of the 


'. feature page; something written, from my own subjective “viewpoing with 3 a 
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perfectly clean conscience = Ke with the pais and approval of my - “He 


editor ~~ and with the chairman of the’ Commission having been talked to 


SIM omy fT 
yet Dey, 


about. ite 


= ; 
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‘When the article appeared I was soon 


accused, -- and I ie the rumors were 
spreading -- of having written the: piece with t: 


he intent ‘of pulling a cheap 


scoop to beat “inkelstein! 's self criticism. 


I was extremely angered by these 


*his was a new experience for me, I had been 


spinnin cetera SER te 
+ Seeman” eas, 


attacks on my ‘integrity. 


et 


“rosy 


attacked several times over we years -- viciously ~~ in the capitalist press, 


witinalioai 


, Seaport 


but this hit me real hard. 


“a saw my fellow workers on the paper being 


affected by the slanders, 


oo saw a change of attitude on the part of comrades . 


i respected and who up till then 1 thought had respected me. This w. 


as 


bitter stuff and ny already inflaned subjectivity ‘grew rapidly, 


I must 
: admit I was eee to susy. 


ect comrades who didn! t deserve it.-GF joining hands 
with the foramlists in order to discredit, me. 


Then Comrade Jerome made it plain that he considered the Aubiextiss 


of the article a Melibegats attempt on my part at "beating the gun." that it. 


was something discreditable because I had been present at a meeting of the 


Commission which had drawn up such conerete plang which would make the pub: icae 


tion of an article criticising Finkelstein! 's book, again a cheap 


scoop, an 


attempt to beat the gun. I remembered no Commission meeting at which I was 


Present where anything had been decided with which the publication of an 


article criticising Finkelstein's bock would conflict. lo the contrary , 


1 thought at the time that the article would actually fit in with the 


2 


Sn pe emer FE 


Commission's general orientation on the anti 


-hiarxist thesis of 


’ 


Finkelstein 


's book and the condemnatory report to the Commission on the forum 
group of which “inkelstein 


was a leading member and its anti~“arxist 


dine in culture, Certainly, 


I had never been aware t'rom any Commission 


meeting up to tiat time that Finkelstein was writing self- 


Criticism, My 
impressions from Commission meetings up to that time, vi 


only 


ere, if anythirg, 
‘hen other members of the Commission ( as it turned 
out later -- with myself a majority -- 


to the contrary. 
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when Gcmeatie Jerome polled then on. the question of whether they recalléd a 
meeting which had taken steps which would have prohibited the 


publication of an article criticising “inkelstein's book) remembered | no. | ; 


such meetings this fact plus ‘the fact that I knew I had’ talked to . 

“.- Comrade Jerome of the article before its publication, convinced me in- x 
my intensely ‘subjective mood y that Comrade Jerome had joined and was 
now deliberately leading the current ‘slander campaign against me, When 


‘tT was tohd, or when he told me he was in favor of closing discussion on ‘ 


-the article -. I wanted it opened -- 1 became even more convinced, 


~My 
subjectivity was leading me to the point where 1 believed that | ay 
Comrade Jerome's political activity on this issue was aiding the a i 
formalists and the enemies of the Siarxist line on culture. Nore -- I sts : rf 


sent a letter to Comrade Gus Hall which incorporated these beliefs. 
This response, arising fundamentally from my petty~bourgeois egotism 

and individualist, non-collective and non-coordinated methods of work, 

resulted in my believing something about Comrade Jerome which only a 


short time before I would have repudiated -- and which led me to an action 


smacking of factionalism. 


EE 


se wen eee pe cer 


This action smacked not only of factionalism but also of lack of 


confidence in leadership. A calm and objective state of mind would have made 


it quite plain to me that if 1 had any serious. differences with any of the 


comrades involved that these differences not based on fundamental 


ideology or line -- could have been thrashed out without leaving any 


‘Stone unturned in the effort to’ do so. But my subjectivity led me to believe 


that none of the comrades involved could give the matter the kind of 


attention 1 thought it deserved so that 1 resorted to the most 
improper and non-Communist activity. 


All this came out of a petty bourgeois egotistical frame of mind which 


if unchecked could take on xh aspects of megalomania. 


HW 37741 3 DBocld:32715016 Page 19 ' 


ernie os 
‘cee ar ae titT MS IAS EV LE Merk SAME AYE 


4 
aN 
1 on 


Bee oe ene) 
waawen hie bance AIMS 


Salles webest tm 


I am provers ! for the criticisms of Yomrades Jerome and Comrade _ 


s for forcefully 
pourgeois egotis 


the comission me 


pointing this out. 
m and lack of confidence in jeader- 


I. charged Comrade 


John Gate 


This kind of petty. 
eting in which 


+ Comrade. 


reflected in 
This was” 


ship was 
refused to accep 


I lost my temper 
ruthfulness. 


4th slander. 
jons on their t 


Jerome W 
n -- casting aspers 


's explanatio 
ce to Vomrade 


Jerome 
a serious injusti 


fa tendency to 
I want to completely 
Ling. 


ncealled for and 


g comrletely u 
tion on my part © 


somethin 
o being 4 reflec 


Jerome in addition + 


gacti onalism and lack of confidence 


in leadership. 


myself at that commission mee 


said and done by 
gs not yet reacy . 


coved that 1 wa 


jate everything 
to assume 


repud 
Those actions and the other pr 
s or live up to the high standards of conduct and 


esponsibilitie 
pona commission of the 


a for membershi 
nist Party. 


she r 


pehaviour yeouire 


National Committee} 
of the matter i 
1 nad become aia 


tor the Commu 
I had come to Comrade 


that he had 


The fact gs that ‘some vee ages 
re of the fact 


o tell him that 
And 


Ling campaign. 
that this 


pelitt 
xperienceds 


unconsciously op 


Jerome t 
; been for some time the subject: of a whispering» 
s of my own © 


Sp abe’ J had become convine 


sed, on the basi 


onscious}y or posed 


by those who © 
erome 


my admiration for Comrade J be 
o the time 1 convinced 


joally sound’ * 


was promoted » at bottoms 


+t Line > on cultures 
for sticking %° that line. 4nd I peli 
f otherwise on the basis of an emotional rath 
gnjustices ih 


I expressed 
eved this up t 
er than 4 polit 


a Marxis 


mysel 


reaction. 
have done Comrade Jerome an 


It is obvious to me now that I 
tically writing ~omrade 


I offer him my sincere apologies I am self-crt 


raction of my P 
a subjective, 


revious, Letter. . 
self-critical approachs — aio 


oe of those Ie 


non=s 


Hall of this in ret 


Also clear to me now 4s how 
can help ¢ jon which ninders the unity 
ing for the | aaprect policye 


as I hads 
es which should 


-fore 


HW 37T 
41 Docld:32715016 Page 20 


Qo -EL OLS ~ COS 


hs am 


wot cage 


900 - EL O07 - Ch/ 


HW 37741) Bocld:32715016 Page 271 


